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William  H.  Chrenberger 

Superintendent  of  Public  Schools 

Boston  School  Department 

15  Beacon  Street 

Boston,  Massachusetts  02108 

Dear  Superintendent  Ohrenberger: 

Attached  is  a  report  describing  the  site  available  for  replacement  of  the 
William  H.  Kent  Elementary  School  in  Charlestown.  It  has  been  prepared  by  staff  of 
the  Authority  in  accordance  with  our  general  agreement  of  early  this  year  and  the 
specific  request  of  your  department  of  July  20. 

The  site  is,  of  course,  one  of  those  previously  agreed  upon  between  us 
which  have  been  incorporated  into  the  urban  renewal  plan  for  Charlestown  pursuant 
to  that  agreement,  and  has  been  approved  as  part  of  the  plan  by  the  City  Council 
and  the  Mayor. 

I  propose  to  make  this  site  available  for  construction  as  soon  as  you  are 
ready  to  put  it  to  use;  it  is  of  first  priority  in  the  renewal  activity.  However, 
we  do  not  intend  to  relocate  families  and  clear  the  site  until  construction  is 
ready  to  begin.  A  table  of  estimated  time  required  for  the  Authority  to  produce 
the  cleared  site  is  included  in  this  report. 

The  report  indicates  that  some  overall  decisions  about  Charlestown  schools 
should  be  made  before  detailed  programming  and  design  can  begin  for  this  particular 
site.  I  cannot  judge,  as  you  can,  the  size  and  complexity  of  this  task  nor  the 
resources  available  for  its  resolution. 

Therefore  I  would  request  that,  if  you  believe  some  time  will  be  required 
to  do  this  work  and  therefore  your  need  for  the  cleared  site  will  be  delayed  past 
the  date  indicated,  you  will  so  inform  me.  We  can  then  adjust  our  schedule  to 
provide  the  site  at  a  time  when  construction  is  ready  to  begin. 
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We  can  also  then  guard  against  the  chance  of  having  another  vacant  site 
sitting  idle  waiting  for  a  school  as  has  occurred  in  the  case  of  the  Humbolt  Avenue 
School  in  Washington  Park. 

There  is  no  reason,  of  course,  why  a  memorandum  of  understanding  such  as 
is  shown  in  Appendix  A  cannot  be  executed  between  the  Superintendent  of  Construc- 
tion, Mr.  McPherson,  and  myself,  now  that  the  Authority  has  executed  a  Loan  and 
Capital  Grant  Contract  with  HHFA  for  the  Char lest own  Project,  and  I  will  therefore 
move  in  this  direction  as  soon  as  possible.   I  understand  that  the  School  Committee 
has  already  voted  an  allocation  of  funds  for  site  acquisition  and  planning  for  the 
project. 

A  copy  of  this  report  is  being  forwarded  to  Mr.  McPherson  and  to  Comm- 
issioner Devine  for  their  information. 

Sincerely, 


Edward  J.  Logue 
Development  Administrator 

Attachment: 

Copy  to:  William  McPherson,  Superintendent  of  Construction,  Dept.  of  School 

Buildings 

William  Devine,  Commissioner  of  Parks  and  Recreation  Department 


) 
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II.  Summary  of  Findings 

1.  The  existing  William  H.  Kent  School  should  be  replaced. 

2.  The  location  available  is  a  3i   acre  site  near  the  intersection  of  Edge-worth 
Street  and  Bunker  Hill  Street.  It  will  be  provided  by  the  Boston  Redevelop- 
ment Authority  through  the  urban  renewal  process. 

3.  The  estimated  cost  to  the  BRA  of  acquiring  and  clearing  the  site  will  be 
about  $U80,000  and  will  require  the  relocation  of  families  and  individuals 
from  25  dwelling  units.  The  BRA  will  deliver  cleared  land  to  the  City  for 
the  school  for  an  estimated  price  of  $.11  per  sq.  ft.  (based  on  the  price  for 
land  for  the  Humbolt  Avenue  School  in  Washington  Park) subject  to  reuse  app- 
raisals and  HHFA  concurrence. 

k.  The  Authority  will  endeavor  to  dedicate  that  portion  of  the  site  to  be  used 
for  playground  use  to  the  Parks  and  Recreation  Department  at  no  cost  to  the 
City  subject  to  HHFA  concurrence. 

5.  The  School  Department  should  immediately  begin  program  work  to  determine  the 
organization  and  structure  of  the  Charlestown  school  system  so  that  the  need- 
ed size  of  this  particular  new  building  can  be  determined  more  precisely. 


III.  The  Existing  School 
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The  present  William  H.  Kent  School  is  described  in  the  following  excerpt  from 
the  1962  Study  of  Boston  Schools  by  the  Harvard  Graduate  School  of  Education: 
"WILLIAM  KENT  SCHOOL 

K-3;  Built  in  1895;  2§-  stories;  Type  IV;  red  brick  exterior 
k   classrooms  ©770  sq.  ft.;  2  kingergarten  rooms  @770  sq.  ft.; 
1  health  room;  1  teachers'  room. 
Capacity:   200 

The  Kent  School  is  a  small  structure  located  in  the  shadow  of  the  massive, 
towering,  and  noisy  Mystic  River  Bridge.  It  is  directly  adjacent  to  a  public  hous- 
ing project  and  opposite  the  Boston  Navy  Yard.  In  addition  to  its  cramped  location 
on  a  heavily-traveled  intersection,  this  building  has  numerous  deficiencies  which 
make  it  unsuitable  for  school  use. 

While  the  major  staircases  have  treads  of  steel,  several  stairways  leading  to 
the  playground  are  wooden.  Much  of  the  building  exterior  is  chipped,  cracked,  and 
in  need  of  repointing  and  painting.  Window  frames  and  sills  are  dried  and  cracked. 
Dampness  in  the  basement  area  has  caused  deterioration  of  the  wood  and  plaster  of 
the  boiler  room  ceiling,  crumbling  of  mortar  and  peeling  paint. 

Interior  walls  and  ceilings  are  cracked  and  checkered,  artificial  lighting  is 
limited,  and  structural  deficiencies  are  indicated  by  heavy  iron  braces  between 
inner  and  outer  walls  of  the  cloakrooms.  Sanitary  conditions  in  the  basement  toil- 
ets are  difficult  to  maintain  at  a  satisfactory  standard  because  of  the  inadequate 
ventilation,  cracked  floors,  and  obsolete  fixtures. 

Because  of  its  physical  disabilities  and  the  character  of  the  surrounding  area 
which  limits  this  site,  a  new  location  is  needed  for  a  modern  building  which  can 
serve  a  greater  number  of  Charlestown  children,  and  this  building  should  be  aban- 
doned as  soon  as  possible." 
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In  the  fall  of  1963j  the  school  had  an  enrollment  of  192  in  grades  K  through  3. 


Kent:  I96U-65  School  Enrollment  by  grade 


JL    -L.    -L.    JL     TOTAL 
78     65     2k  25       192 
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IV.  Size  of  a  Replacement  School 
A.  POPULATION 

The  recent  population  decline  in  Charlestown  seems  to  have  levelled  off.  The 
population  estimates  below  were  projected  from  the  i960  U.S.  Census  figure.  The 
i960  police  listing  for  Charlestown  (Ward  2)  was  found  to  relate  to  the  U.S.  Census 
figure  by  a  ratio  of  1  to  1.599*  This  factor  was  applied  to  police  listings  for 
1961  through  1965  to  estimate  total  population. 

Year  Total  Population 

1960  20,100 

1961  19,500 

1962  18,900 

1963  18,100 
196U  17,^00 
1965  17,600 

The  slight  increase  in  population  from  196^  to  1965  indicated  by  this  method- 
ology indicates  a  decline  in  net  outmigration  and  the  stabilization  of  the  popula- 
tion anticipated  in  connection  with  the  urban  renewal  program.  With  this  stabiliza- 
tion the  base  of  the  population  will  again  broaden,  with  small  increases  predicted 
in  the  younger  age  groups  over  the  next  decade.   (Charlestown  in  i960  had  a  greater 
than  average  proportion  of  older  age  groups  in  its  population).  These  increases 
will  affect  the  number  of  children  for  whom  school  buildings  must  be  provided. 

However,  in  addition  to  the  stabilization  of  the  population  in  terms  of  the 
existing  housing  supply,  the  Charlestown  Urban  Renewal  Project  will  provide  the 
opportunity  for  the  construction  of  1U00  new  homes  and  apartments  in  the  area.  At 
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the  same  time,  about  500  presently  occupied  substandard  dwelling  units  will  be 
eliminated  which  will  result  in  a  net  increase  of  about  900  dwelling  units  in 
Charlestown.  These  units  will  range  in  size  from  1  bedroom  to  5  bedrooms  but  will 
average  3  bedrooms  based  on  anticipated  distribution,  and  thus,  the  average  family- 
size  would  be  k-6   persons.  These  units  will  be  built  by  1970-71  and  at  an  average 
ratio  of  5  persons  per  unit  will  result  in  a  population  increase  of  ^500  persons  by 
1970-71  for  a  total  population  of  about  22,000  persons  in  Charlestown. 
B.  SCHOOL  ENROLLMENT 

In  1964,  School  enrollment  within  Charlestown  totalled  ^,255;  2,878  students 
were  enrolled  in  public  schools  (grades  K-12)  and  1,377  students  were  enrolled  in 
parochial  schools  (grades  1-8) . 

Charlestown  Public  School  Enrollments  K-12 

1960-1961  2,82*+ 

I96I4-I965  2,873 

1970-1971  *  2,870 

*  Sargent  Report  projection  which  assumed  a  stable  population  at  the  i960 
level. 

The  increase  in  population  resulting  from  the  increase  in  the  housing  supply 

must  be  considered  in  projected  school  enrollments.  Based  on  the  i960  percentage 

of  the  population  in  each  age  group  the  increase  of  U500  persons  will  be  distributed 

as  follows: 
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Age  Group  Population  Increase 

5-9  U50 

10-lU  b50 

15-17  225 

5-17  •        1125 

Although  the  proposed  service  area  of  the  replacement  for  the  Kent  School  is 
not  known,  about  350  new  family  units  will  be  located  closer  to  this  site  than 
either  the  existing  elementary  school  to  remain  or  the  other  proposed  new  school 
sites.  On  this  basis,  it  is  estimated  that  the  population  will  increase  by  about 
1750  persons  by  1970  in  the  assumed  service  area.  Based  on  the  i960  distribution 
of  age  groups,  this  would  mean  an  increase  of  175  in  the  5-9  age  group.  Based  on 
I96U  enrollment  figures,  60  percent  of  this  age  group  attend  public  schools.  This 
would  mean  105  additional  students  in  a  K-k   school  or  about  21  per  grade  if  dis- 
tributed equally. 

In  1965?  99  kingergarten  pupils,  5^  first  grade  pupils,  27  second  grade 
pupils,  and  27  third  grade  pupils  are  enrolled  at  the  Kent  school.  These  enroll- 
ments are  limited  by  the  school' s  capacity  and  about  half  the  first  graders  must 
enter  the  second  grade  at  another  school.  Therefore,  based  on  the  current  first 
grade  attendance,  the  capacity  required  to  accommodate  the  present  number  of  stu- 
dents entering  first  grade  in  a  K-k   school  would  be  315.  This  assumes  that  the 
55  kindergarten  pupils  that  do  not  enter  the  first  grade  enroll  in  parochial 
schools  and  not  another  public  school  because  of  capacity  limits  at  the  Kent. 
Adding  the  estimated  increase  of  105  K-1+  students  by  1970  due  to  new  housing  units 
under  the  urban  renewal  program  an  estimated  enrollment  of  U20  is  arrived  at  for 
a  new  K-k   school. 
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The  former  Superintendent  of  Schools,  Frederick  J.  Gillis,  indicated,  in  a 
letter  of  September  12,  19^3>  an  intention  to  construct  a  K-6  school  of  from  550  to 
6l0  pupils  here. 

The  Sargent  Study  of  Boston  Schools  recommended  construction  of  a  K-h   school 
for  290  pupils  in  the  vicinity  of  the  former  Frothingham  School  site  to  allow  clos- 
ing of  the  Kent  School. 

The  policies  of  the  School  Committee  and  the  School  Department  are  key  factors 
determining  the  size  of  needed  new  school  facilities  in  Charlestown.   Policies  on 
class  size  will  affect  the  rated  capacities  of  existing  satisfactory  buildings  such 
as  the  Edwards  Junior  High,  Warren- Prescott  and  Holden  Elementary  Schools. 

Also  of  decisive  influence  on  public  school  requirements  are  the  activities  of 
the  three  large  parochial  schools  in  the  community.   Obviously,  in  such  a  community 
as  Charlestown,  any  expansion  or  contraction  decisions  by  the  parochial  system  will 
have  an  immediate  effect  on  the  projected  public  school  enrollment  shown  above. 
This  situation  renders  enrollment  predictions  particularly  difficult  in  this  area. 

Since  none  of  these  three  parochial  schools  now  conducts  kindergarten  classes, 
the  public  schools  must  plan  to  build  for  a  disproportionately  large  kindergarten 
enrollment,  but  this  too  could  change. 

It  is  possible  that  a  discussion  should  be  opened  with  the  parochial  school 
administrators  to  determine  what  course  of  action  should  be  followed.  Conceivably, 
a  joint  public-private  plan  will  be  needed. 

Of  particular  importance  also  is  the  future  of  Charlestown  High  School,  and 
the  possible  effect  that  policies  for  the  High  School  will  have  on  the  grade  struc- 
tures of  existing  and  proposed  new  school  buildings.  It  is  obvious,  to  give  an 
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example,  that  if  the  present  high  school  building  were  to  be  abandoned,  as  has  been 
mentioned  on  occasion,  and  if  the  Edwards  Junior  High  building  were  to  be  used  for 
a  high  school,  that  new  accommodations  would  have  to  be  sought  for  the  seventh  and 
eighth  grades,  if  not  the  sixth  or  the  fifth.  Grades  needed  to  be  housed  in  each 
new  building  in  Charlestown  would  thus  be  affected. 

Until  these  factors  have  been  analyzed,  no  recommendation  can  be  made  in  these 
circumstances  as  to  the  needed  size  of  any  one  of  the  proposed  new  schools.  How- 
ever, the  sites  available  for  school  and  other  uses  have  already  been  determined 
by  the  approval  of  the  Charlestown  renewal  plan,  and  this  part  of  the  framework  is 
set. 
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V.   Recommended  Development  Program 

Land  Area  Requirements 

The  largest  school  suggested  for  the  area  of  the  Kent  School,  that  for 
about  550  pupils,  would  require  at  maximum  approximately  one  acre  exclusive  of 
playground  area.  Additionally,  about  2j  acres  is  recommended  for  recreational 
use. 

Recommended  Site 

A  search  for  possible  sites  in  the  general  vicinity  of  the  existing  Kent 
School  during  the  planning  of  the  Charlestown  renewal  project  resulted  in  the 
choice  of  the  one  described  below  as  the  best  and  largest  that  could  be  assembled 
in  the  area.  It  was  endorsed  by  the  School  Department  and  therefore  included  in 
the  Charlestown  Urban  Renewal  Plan,  accepted  by  City  Council  on  June  7t   1965. 
Map  2  indicates  its  outlines  in  relation  to  existing  streets  and  properties.  The 
recommended  location  includes  the  site  of  the  former  Frothingham  School  (Parcel  11). 

Area 
Assessment    (Sq.Ffc. )  %  Area* 

-  Vacant  lots  $  Ul,800  76,8U6  5^.0 

-  Lots  with  Vacant  Buildings  25^,500  ^1,758  29.3 

-  Lots  with  occupied  buildings  30? 000  23 > 710  16.7 

-  TOTAL  $326,300  1^2,31^  100.0 

*  Some  83  percent  of  the  site  is  composed  of  vacant  lots  or  lots  with 
vacant  buildings. 
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Only  17  percent  of  the  site  is  presently  occupied.  There  are  25  occupied 
dwelling  units,  including  6  owner-occupants.  There  are  no  active  businesses  on  the 
site,  although  a  lot  including  three  large  vacant  commercial  structures  recently 
changed  ownership. 

Additionally,  exclusive  of  streets  to  be  discontinued,  the  city  presently  owns 
35  percent  of  the  area. 

Map  1  shows  one  possible  development  for  school  purposes  based  on  an  elemen- 
tary school  for  about  550  pupils,  and  acquisition,  relocation  and  site  preparation 
could  be  done  very  quickly.  However,  final  decision  is  still  required  on  the  grade 
structure  and  size  of  the  school  to  be  constructed.  This  will  depend  on  the  organ- 
ization adopted  for  the  entire  Charlestown  School  system  and  the  resolution  of  what 
%  to  do  with  the  present  high  school  and  how  to  use  best  the  existing  Edwards  and 
Warren-Prescott  School  buildings. 

While  the  selected  site  is  almost  large  enough  to  meet  the  standards  suggested 
in  the  1962  school  report  for  a  550-pupil  elementary,  the  site  is  of  irregular 
shape  and  topography  resultant  upon  the  characteristics  of  the  area.   Imaginative 
architecture  will  be  required  to  so  design  and  place  the  structure  and  develop  the 
site  to  overcome  these  problems  and  take  advantage  of  the  possibilities  offered  by 
this  site. 
Development  Costs 

In  the  acquisition  of  this  site,  the  School  Department  is  in  a  position  to 
save  approximately  $U60, 000  through  the  urban  renewal  process. 
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Gross  Acquisition  Cost  $390,400 

Less  donation  of  city-owned  land  -  2Q, ^00 

Net  Acquisition  Cost  $368,000 

Add  Demolition  Cost  -/  111,300 

GROSS  COST  OF  ASSEMBLY  $1+79,500 

It  is  assumed  that  the  City  and  School  Department  will  donate  their  land  and 
thus,  the  fair  market  value  of  this  land  will  be  applied  as  a  non-cash  local  grant- 
in-aid  towards  the  City's  share  of  net  project  cost. 

The  selling  price  to  the  School  Department  is  presently  estimated  at  $0.11  per 
square  foot  as  recently  approved  for  sale  of  a  school  site  in  the  Washington  Park 
Project. 

Gross  Cost  of  Assembly  $1+79,500 

Less  Price  of  Land  -  17, 300 

Net  Cost  of  Assembly  to  BRA  $462,200 

The  city's  Capital  Improvement  Program  has  budgeted  the  cost  of  elementary 
school  construction  at  approximately  $2,000  per  pupil.  This  includes  furnishings 
and  all  costs  related  to  design  and  construction  of  the  building,  but  does  not 
include  land  acquisition.   In  I963  Dr«  Frederick  J.  Gillis  indicated  an  approximate 
construction  cost  of  $1,220,000  for  this  school  with  a  projected  capacity  of  550  to 
6l0  students. 
Timing 

The  Authority  executed  a  Loan  and  Capital  Grant  Contract  with  HHFA  on  October 
22,  1965,  which  will  permit  the  Authority  to  move  ahead  with  the  necessary  arrange- 
ments to  assemble  this  site  and  prepare  it  for  delivery.  The  Authority  can  prepare 
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the  site  for  delivery  in  twelve  months'  time  from  the  ordering  of  acquisition  app- 
raisals. The  following  table  may  be  used  as  a  guide: 


X-12  months 
X-9  months 

X-8  months 


X-2  months 


-  BRA  orders  acquisition  appraisals. 

-  Acquisition  appraisals  completed. 

-  Requests  HHFA  concurrence  in  price. 

-  Receives  HHFA  concurrence  in  price. 

-  Begins  negotiations  for  acquisition  of  property. 

-  Begins  relocation. 

-  Requests  discontinuance  of  internal  streets. 

-  Relocation  completed. 


-  Streets  discontinued. 


-  Demolition  commenced. 


X -month 


-  Site  cleared  for  delivery. 


This  table  has  traced  the  critical  path  of  activities  for  assembling  the  site. 
It  is  assumed  in  the  above  chronology  that  the  necessary  parcel  subdivision  with 
the  Parks  &  Recreation  Department,  and  reuse  appraisals  are  undertaken  and  complet- 
ed, and  land  disposition  agreement  is  entered  into  between  the  Authority  and  the 
Department  of  School  Buildings  concurrently  with  the  actions  required  to  assemble 
the  site. 

Program  and  preliminary  design  at  least  are  pre-requisite  to  these  steps. 
Therefore  it  would  expedite  construction  of  the  school  if  programming  and  then  pre- 
liminary design  processes  could  be  commenced  immediately.  A  memorandum  of  under- 
standing (See  App.  A)  will  allow  initiation  of  design  action,  but  the  School  Depart- 
ment must  first  make  its  own  policy  and  program  decisions  for  the  entire  Charlestown 
system,  as  well  as  for  this  particular  site. 
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MINIMUM  TIMETABLE 


Programming,  Plans 

Land  Disposition  Agreement  between  Authority 
and  Department  of  School  Buildings 


Months 


Site  Acquisition  8s  Clearance 
Advertising  and  Bidding 


Construction 


12* 

4 

16 


TOTAL 


27^  months 


-*Site  acquired  simultaneously  with  program  and  plans  preparation. 
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APPENDIX  A 
Draft  Memorandum  of  Understanding 

Letterhead 


Edward  J.  Logue,  Development  Administrator 
Boston  Redevelopment  Authority 
1108  City  Hall  Annex 
Boston,  Massachusetts  02108 

Dear  Mr.  Logue: 

As  a  result  of  discussions  between  the  School  Buildings  Department  and  the 
Boston  Redevelopment  Authority  certain  understandings  have  been  reached  with  respect 
to  a  proposed  school  in  the  Charlestown  Renewal  Area.   It  is  the  purpose  of  this 
letter  to  confirm  these  understandings  for  the  record. 

1)  The  Charlestown  Urban  Renewal  Plan  provides  for  a  new  school  site  on  the  Parcels 
of  Land  designated  P4  and  P^a  on  the  Disposition  Parcels  Map,  Map  8  of  the 
Charlestown  Urban  Renewal  Plan  of  approximately  151,800  and  5^00  square  feet 
respectively  and  located  in  the  vicinity  of  the  intersection  of  Edgeworth,  and 
Tremont  Street  in  Charlestown.  The  School  Buildings  Department  acting  for  and 
on  behalf  of  the  City  of  Boston  will  construct  a  new  school  on  this  site. 

2)  The  School  Buildings  Department  intends  that  the  new  school  will  be  appropriate 
to  the  needs  of  the  area  which  it  will  serve.  It  will  be  constructed  to  meet 
the  requirements  of  the  School  Department  as  specified  in  such  requisition  by 
the  Superintendent  of  Public  Schools  as  will  be  submitted  to  the  School  Buildings 
Department.  We  contemplate  the  completion  of  construction,  assuming  conveyance 
in  accordance  with  paragraph  6  below,  by  September  1968, 

3)  It  is  our  intention  to  employ  the  architectural  firm  of 

and  to  supervise  construction  in  accord- 
ance with  the  standards  and  controls  of  the  Charlestown  Urban  Renewal  Plan  and 
subject  to  the  design  review  procedures  and  controls  of  the  Authority. 

k)   The  Authority  agrees  to  convey  to  us  the  cleared  parcel  to  construct  the  school 
at  a  price  based  upon  the  value  of  the  site  for  public  re-use  as  approved  by 
Housing  and  Home  Finance  Agency,  subject  to  the  execution  of  a  land  disposition 
agreement  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  paragraph  5,   hereof. 

5)  The  form  of  land  disposition  agreement,  attached  hereto,  is  mutually  satisfac- 
tory to  the  Authority  and  to  the  School  Buildings  Department,  and  the  Authority 
agrees  to  enter  into  a  Land  Disposition  Agreement,  substantially  in  said  form, 
as  soon  as  possible  after  the  following  conditions  have  been  met: 
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a)  A  Site  Plan,  satisfactory  to  the  Superintendent  of  Construction  of  the  School 
Buildings  Department,  the  Superintendent  of  Public  Schools,  and  the  Commis- 
sioner of  the  Parks  and  Recreation  Department,  including  the  type,  amount, 
distribution,  relationship  and  areas  of  the  various  uses  on  the  parcel  has 
been  submitted  to,  and  approved  by,  the  Authority.  Said  site  plan  shall  be 
sufficiently  detailed  to  show  the  exact  dimensions  of  the  portion  of  the 
parcel  required  for  the  construction  of  the  building  and  play  facilities.  The 
portion  of  the  parcel  to  be  transferred  to  the  Parks  and  Recreation  Department 
of  the  City  of  Boston  shall  be  that  portion  designated  on  the  approved  site 
plan  as  necessary  for  the  construction  of  the  playground;  the  portion  of  the 
parcel  to  be  transferred  to  the  School  Buildings  Department  of  the  City  of 
Boston  shall  be  that  portion  designated  on  the  approved  site  plan  as  necessary 
for  the  construction  of  the  school. 

b)  Preliminary  Plans  and  Outline  Specifications,  including  site  plans,  floor 
plans,  elevations,  sections,  outline  specifications,  sample  materials,  and 
models,  developed  to  show  the  detailed  architectural  character  of  the  school, 
landscaping  and  other  work  for  the  building,  have  been  submitted  to,  and 
approved  by,  the  Authority. 

c)  The  City  has  appropriated  the  necessary  funds  for  the  purchase  of  land,  the 
preparation  of  plans,  and  the  construction  of  the  school. 

6)  We  will  take  the  necessary  steps  to  assure  that  we  will  be  ready  to  take  title  to 
the  site  by  April  1967,  and-  "to  commence  construction  of  the  school  by  May  19&7 • 
The  Authority  will  take  the  necessary  steps  to  assure  conveyance  of  the  site  by 
April  1967. 

Please  acknowledge  your  agreement  to  the  foregoing  in  the  space  provided  on  the 
enclosed  copy  hereof  and  return  the  signed  copy  to  this  office. 


Very  truly  yours, 


William  A.  McPherson 
Superintendent  of  Construction 
School  Buildings  Department 


Signed 


Edward  J.  Logue 
Development  Administrator 
Boston  Redevelopment  Authority 


"REPLACEMENT  OF  THE  VJILLIAM  H.  KENT  SCHOOL" 

A  Report  by  the  Staff  of  the 
Boston  Redevelopment  Authority 


ADDENDA 


Page    Line 

2  2      "Humbolt"  should  be  "Humboldt". 

3  10       "Humbolt"  should  be  "Humboldt". 

k  6       "kingergarten"  should  be  "kindergarten" . 

5  Delete  all  of  page  5  and  substitute  the  following: 

"In  the  fall  of  I96U,  the  school  had  an  enrollment  of  192 
in  grades  K  through  3  and  in  October  1965  one  of  207. 

Kent:   School  Enrollment  by  grade 


K    1 

2 
2k 

3 

25 

TOTAL 

78  65 

192 

99  5U 

27 

27 

207  " 

196U-1965: 
1965-1966: 

6  At  page  6,  3rd  paragraph  at  end  of  first  sentence  add: 

"(This  figure  is  exclusive  of  an  additional  200  units  of 
housing  for  the  elderly  programmed  by  the  Boston  Housing 
Authority,  not  included  in  this  analysis  of  schools  since 
no  school  age  children  are  expected  to  reside  therein)." 

8  "kingergarten"  should  be  "kindergarten". 

Appendix  A  p.  2  Delete  "the"  and  "Department", 
sub-para,  (a) 
Line  3 

Sub-para,  (c)    Delete  "purchase  of  land,  the  preparation  of  plans, 

and  the  ..." 


fi 


. 


